In DEFENCE ofWAR agreed with Afghanistan and especially Iraq, they fought because their comrades were there. Here is war as an epiphany of the gods, albeit tribal gods as distinct from that of'the healing of the nations. ' Chapter 3 is a key exploration of the 'theory of double effect'. Pacing Augustine, this justifies war as a 'harsh kindness', distinguishing effects from their intentions. Thus, 'one may deliberately perform an act... provided that one does not intend that evil' -and I can just imagine the dealer telling the court: 'But M'lord, it was only ecstasy. ' Chapter 4 interrogates 'proportionality-' in the First World War. Again, framing, framing, framing! War nearly always looks rational on the short temporal wavelength of the kneejerk reaction. Less so, when stepped back onto the longwave and in this case, the wider context of Europewide imperialism.
Chapter 5 In Defence of War is a powerful book, meriting study even as grit to this particular Quaker's oyster. It reminded me of why early Friends called the Devil 'the Great Reasoner.' It reinforced -why, in the third millennium, our urgent task is to survey the Cross as the supreme symbol of nonviolence that absorbs the violence or 'sin' of the world. This, as Eliot's rose of love 'in-folded into the crowned knot of fire.' This, the primal satyagraha, the mystery of God, 'that moves the sun and other stars.' Alastair Mclntosh
